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3128. Adulteration of tomate catsup. U, 8. v, 28 Cases of Tomato Catsup. De-~
‘fault decree of condemnation and destruetmn. ( F, D. ’\‘o 6780 Sample
No. 72539-E.)

On or about February 2, 1942, the United States attorney for the District
of Nevada filed a Tibel agamst 23 cases, each containing 6 No. 10 cans, of tomato
catsup at Las Vegas, Nev,, alleging that the article had been shipped in inter-
state commerce on or about November 10, 1941, by S. E. Rykoﬁ & Co. from Los
Angeles, Calif.; and charging that it was adulterated in that-it consisted in
whole or in part of a decomposed substance. The article was labeled in part:
“Rosy Red Califorina Fancy Tomato Catsup * * * Packed * * * By
Harbor City Food Corp. Harbor City, California.”

- On March 3, 1942, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation
was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

3129, Adulteration of tomato catsui). U. 8. v. 500 Cases of Tomato Catsup. De-
fault deeree of condemnation and destruetmn. (F.D No 6009. Sample

No. 49051-K.)
On or about October 13, 1941, the United States attorney for the Northern
District of Texas filed a hb°1 against 500 cases of tomato catsup at Dallas, Tex.,
alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about

~ September 15, 1941, by Stokely Bros. & Co., Inc., from Indianapolis, Ind.; and
‘charging that it was adulterated in that it conS1sted in whole or in part of a

decomposed substance. The article was labeled in part: (Botfles) -“Stokely’s
Finest Tomato Catsup.”

On February 9, 1942, a default decree of condemnation and destruction was -
entered as to the tomato catsup with the provision that Stokely Bros. might
reclaim all caps and bottles. Subsequently the claimant -decided not to reclaim
the caps and bottles and they were destroyed :

3130. Adulteration of tomato products. U. S, v, 148 Cases of Tomato Catsup,\
and 29 Cases of Tomato Puree. Default decrees of cohdemuation and
destruction. (F. D. C. Nos. 6160, 6658. Sample Nos. 49300-E, 79337-E.) :

On November 4,-1941, and Januatry 6, 1942, the United States attorneys for
the Scuthern D1str1<:t of Alabama and the Northern District of Ohio filed libels
against 148 cases each containing 24 bottles of tomato catsup -at Mobile, Ala.,
and 29 cases each containing 48 cans of tomato puree at Cleveland, Ohio, alleging
that the articles had been shipped in interstate coemmerce on or about Sep-

_tember 11 and 20, 1941, by Stokely Bros. & Co., Inc.,, from Indianapolis, Ind.:

and charging. that they were adulterated in that they consisted in whole or in
part of decomposed substaneces. The articles were labeled in part: “Stokely’s
TFinest Tomato Catsup Net Weight 14 Ozs.,” or "StoLelys Finest Concentxated
Toxnato Puree. Net Weight 101/, Qz."” -

- On February 6 and March 25, 1942, no claimant having appeéared, Judgments
of condemnation were entered and the products. were ordered destroyed:

3131, Adulteration. of tomato puree and tomato eatsup. U. S. v, 147 Cases and
3,135 Cans of Tomato Puree, and 67 Cases of Tomato Catsup: Default
decrees of destruction. (¥. D. C. Nos, 6225, 6390, 6391 Sample Nos. 29900—«’
62297-E, 71137-H.)

'On November 18 and December 10 and 11, 1941, the Umted States attorney
for the Northern and the Southern Distriets of Ilhnoxs and the Southern District
of Ohio filed libels against 147 cases each containing 6 cans of tomato puree at
Chicago, and . 38,135 5-gallon cans of tomato pure at Collinsville, Ill., and 67
cases each containing 24 bottles of tomato catsup at Columbus, Ohio, alleging
that the articles had been shipped in interstate commerce within the period
from on or about September 3 to on or about November 19, 1941, by G. S.
Suppiger Co. from Mount Summit and Converse, Ind.; and chargmg that they
were adulterated. in that they consisted in whole or in part of decomposed
substances. . The tomato catsup was labeled in part: (Bottles) “Brooks Fow
Tabasco Flavor Catsup.” The tomato puree was unlabeled. ‘

- On January 27, Mareh 9, and June 27, 1942, no claimant havmg appeared
judgments were entered ordering that tlie products be destroyed.

3132, Adnlteratxon of tomato catsup and tomaio sauce. TV, 'S. v, .91 Cases of

Tomato Catsup and 300 Cases of Tomato Sauce. Default decrees of con--

- demnation ard destruction. (. D. C. Nos. 6)34 6:49 Sample Nos. 23234-E,
53678-E.) .

On December 19, 1941, and January 22, 1942 the Umted States attorneys for
the District of Oregon and the Southern Drstmct of Texas filed Iibels against 91
cases each containing 24 bottles of tomate catsup at Grants Pass, Oreg., and
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800 cases each containing 72 cans of tomato sauce at Houston, Tex.,.alleging
that the articles had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about December
9 and 31, 1941, by Val Vita Food Products, Inc,, from QOakland and Fullerton,
~Calif.; and charging that they were adulterated in that they consisted in whole
or in part of decomposed substances. The articles were labeled in part: “Val
Vita Brand Tomato Catsup * * * 14 oz. [or “Spanish Style Tomato Sauce
® % % 714 Op”]) »

On Fébruary 13 and March 10, 1942, no claimant having appeared, judgments
of condemnation were entered and the products were ordered destroyed.

0133. A&ulteration of tomato juice, U. S. v. 200 Cases, 50 Cases, 50 Cases, and
. 41 Cases 01' Tomato Juice.” Default decrees of condemnatign and destruc-
© tiom. (F. D. C. Nos. 6552, 6919 : Sample Nos. 75794-E, 75795-E, 75796-8,
" 90300-E, 90312-E.)

On December 22, 1941, and February 21, 1942 the United States attorney for
the District of Massachusetts filed libels against a -total of 300 cases of various-
sized cans of tomato juice at Brockton, Mass., and 41 cases at Worcester, Mass.,
alleging that the article had been shipped 1n interstate commerce on or about'
October 22 and 29, 1941, by Holley Canning Co.; Inc., from Holley; N. Y.; and
charging: that it was adulterated in that it cons1sted in whole or in part of a
decomposed substance. The article was labeled in part: (Cans) “Armour’s :
Star Temato Juice * 0 * . Armour and Company Distributors.”

On March 2 and 23, 1942, no claimant having appeared, judgments of con-
demnation were entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

~

8134. Adulteration of tomato juice. U. S. v, 40 Cases of Tomate Juice. Default.
. . gggreeEo)f condemnatioin and destruction. (F. D, C. No. 6581. Sample No.

On Dzcember 26, 1941, the Unlted States attomey for the D1@tr1ct of Massa-
chusetts filed a libel against 40 cases of tomato juice at Greenfield, Mass., alleg-
ing that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about October '
18, 1841, by Barker Canning Corporation from Barker, N. Y.; and chargmg it
wag adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a decomposed sub-
stance. The article was labeled in part: (Cans) “Our Table Brand Tomato
Juice.”

On January .26, 1942 no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation
was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

38135. Adulteration of tomato puree. U. S, v. William 8. Swett (Knox Pickle &
- Preserve Works). Plea of guilty, Fine, $25.  (F.D. C. No. 5510. Sample
Nos. 47136-E, 47144-K.)

On November 19, 1941, the United States attorney for: the Northern District
of Indiana filed an 1nformat10n against William 8. Swett, trading as Knox Pickle
& Preserve Works at Sidney, Ind., alleging shipment on or about December 5,
1940, and January 10, 1941, from the State of Indiana into the State of Illinois,
of quantities of tomato puree that was adulterated in that it consisted in whole
or in part of a decomposed substance. . The article was labeled in part: ‘“Blossom
* % % 'Tomato Puree Distributed By Sprague, Warner & Company Chicago,
Ill 2

On February 17, 1942, the defendant havmg entered a plea of guilty, the court
imposed a fine of $25. »

8136. Adulteration of tomato puree. U. S.v. 398 GaSes of Temato Puree, Default
deeree of destruction. (F. D. C. No. 6229, Sample No. 58835-H.)

.On November 15, 1941, the United States attorney for the District of Minnesota
filed a libel against 398 cases, each containing 6 No. 10' cans, of tomato puree
at Minneapolis, Minn., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate
commerce on or about September 20, 1941, by Butterfield Canning Co. from
-Muncie, Ind. ; and charging that it was adulterated in that it consisted in whole-
or in part of a decomposed substance.  The article was labeled in part: (Cans)
“Indiano Brand Puree of Tomatoes.”

On January 15, 1942, no claimant having appeared, ;Judo*ment was entered
ordermg that the product be destroyed.

3137. Aduxltehratlon of tomato puree, V. S. v, 69-Cases of ’I‘omato Puree. Default
ilgg{geEo)f condemnation and destruction, (F. D. C. No. 62386, Sample No.

On November 17, 1941, the United States attorney for the Southern District

of Alabama filed a libel against 69 cases of tomato puree at Catherine, Ala.,



